A comparison study between peer tutoring with quick method and task based method on reading comprehension achievement for eleventh graders by Indrawati, Sri
A COMPARISON STUDY BETWEEN PEER
TUTORING WITH QUICK METHOD AND TASK
BASED METHOD ON READING
COMPREHENSION ACHIEVEMENT FOR
ELEVENTH GRADERS
A THESIS
By
SRI INDRAWATI
8212712039
ENGLISH EDUCATION DEPARTMENT
GRADUATE SCHOOL
WIDYA MANDALA CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY
SURABAYA
2016
A COMPARISON STUDY BETWEEN PEER
TUTORING WITH QUICK METHOD AND TASK
BASED METHOD ON READING
COMPREHENSION ACHIEVEMENT FOR
ELEVENTH GRADERS
A THESIS
Presented to Widya Mandala Catholic University Surabaya in
partial fulfillment of the requirement for the Degree of
Master in Teaching English as a Foreign Language
By
SRI INDRAWATI
8212712039
ENGLISH EDUCATION DEPARTMENT
GRADUATE SCHOOL
WIDYA MANDALA CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY
SURABAYA
2016
iAdvisor’s Approval
This thesis entitled A Comparison Study between
Peer Tutoring with QUICK Method and Task Based
Method on Reading Comprehension Achievement for
Eleventh Graders prepared and submitted by Sri Indrawati
with registration number 8212712039 has been approved to be
examined by the Thesis Board of Examiners.
Prof. Dr. Veronica L. Diptoadi, M.Sc.
Thesis Advisor
ii
Thesis Examination Board’s Approval
This thesis entitled A Comparison Study between
Peer Tutoring with QUICK Method and Task Based
Method on Reading Comprehension Achievement for
Eleventh Graders prepared and submitted by Sri Indrawati
with registration number 8212712039 has approved and
examined by the Thesis Board of Examiners.
iii
Statement of Authenticity
I declare that this thesis is my own writing, and it is true and
correct that I did not take any scholarly ideas or work from
others dishonestly. That all the cited works were quoted in
accordance with the ethical code of academic writing.
Surabaya, September 2016
Sri Indrawati
8212712039
iv
Acknowledgements
Firstly, I would like to thank to God for His guidance and
blessings during the completion of my thesis. I thank Him for
answering my prayers and for giving strength
I would like to express my sincerely gratitude to my advisor
Prof. Dr. Veronica L. Diptoadi, M.Sc for the continuous
support of my graduate study and related research, for her
patience, motivation, and immense knowledge. Her guidance
helped me in all the time of research and writing of this thesis.
I could not have imaged having a better advisor and mentor for
my graduate study.
I would like to thank The Thesis Examination Board: Prof. Dr.
Agustinus Ngadiman, Prof. Dr. Veronica L. Diptoadi, M.Sc
and M. N. Siti Mina Tamah, Ph.D, for their insightful
comments and encouragement, but also for the hard questions
which incented me to widen my research from various
perspectives.
My sincere thanks also go to Dra. Hanna Herawati, M.M, who
provided and gave access me to conduct my research in her
school. Without her precious support it would not be possible
to conduct this research.
I thank my colleagues for supporting me to finish my thesis.
Also I thank the students of SMA Kristen Petra 3 Surabaya for
participating in my research.
I thank to my MPBI 18 friends for sharing and encouraging
experiences.
Last but not at least, I would like to thank my family: my
parents, Drs. Haryono Kosasih, B.A and Wong See Joen, and
vmy lovely sister, Sri Fatmawati, S.E, for supporting me
spiritually throughout writing my thesis and my life in general.
And finally, I dedicated this thesis to my parents and my late
sister, Sri Lindawati, S.Pd.
vi
Abstract
This thesis is a quasi experimental research analyzing the
reading comprehension achievement of the eleventh graders of
SMA Kristen Petra 3 Surabaya. This thesis uses a non
randomized pretest posttest control group to find the effect of
different treatments on the two different samples and to find
the effectiveness of the intervention. The variables of this
thesis are in two types: peer tutoring with QUICK method and
task based method. This experimental research is comparing
the effects of peer tutoring with QUICK method and task-based
method to help the students to increase the students’ reading
achievement from their lack of understanding a reading
passage. Besides for increasing the students’ reading
achievement, this thesis has the main purpose to give a
variation in teacher’s teaching reading techniques.
The thesis used independent samples t-test to indicate the
students who were taught using task based method reached
7.75 percent in their reading achievement and the students who
are taught in peer tutoring with QUICK method reached five
percent in their reading achievement. And this thesis used
paired samples t-test to indicate the students who were taught
using peer tutoring with QUICK method showed the significant
of two-tailed was .330 while the significant of two-tailed in
students who were taught using task based was .011.
As the conclusion, task based method gave a better effect in
students’ reading achievement since the creative task helped
students to scaffold their cognitive.
Keywords: Reading comprehension, reading achievement, peer
tutoring with QUICK method, task-based method, independent
samples t-test, paired samples t-test.
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